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Minutes of the Fine Arts Faculty Councit 


Friday, December 7, 1979 


Chairman Alfred Pinsky; Mrs. Anne Adams; Asst. Prof. W. Bottenberg; 

Assoc. Prof. Phil Cohen; Assoc. Dean E.F. Cooke; Assoc.Prof.S. Friedland; 
Assoc. Prof. C. Gabriel-Lacki; Asst. Dean G. Gross; Mr. D. Hardy; 

Lecturer W. Krol; Lecturer J. Levitin; Ms. Landon Mackenzie; Asst.Prof Parker 
Asst. Prof. D. Pariser; Prof. W. Sanderson; Ms Loren Singer; 

Assoc. Prof. J.I. Smith; Asst. Prof. P. Kohler 

Guests: Mr. Bruce Smart, Ms Mary Tarleton 


Absent with apologies; Asst. Prof. R. Staley, Asst. Prof. E. James 
Mr. Ken Adams, Registrar 


Approval of the minutes of the meeting of November 2, 1979 


(Gross, Lacki) "that Council approve and adopt the minutes of the 
meeting of November 2, 1979" 


CARRIED 


Chairman's Remarks 


There were no Chairman's remarks. 


Curriculum Report 


In order that the course entitled Canadian Painting Before 1900, 
Art History 660, could be repeated a second time for credit the 
following minor modification had been endorsed by the Art History 
Section. That the course number Art History 659 be added. 


(Gross, Cohen) “that Council approve the addition of Art History 659 
under the title Canadian Painting before 1900" 


CARRIED 


Set 


3.2*Motion 


Curriculum Report No. 19 "Diploma in Advanced Music Performance 


Studies 


Assoc. Prof. Sherman Friedland spoke to Report No. 19, a 
proposal for the adoption of a Diploma in Advanced Music Performance 
Studies to be offered by the Music Section of the Performing Arts 
Division. . 

There were no questions put to the proposal. 


(Gross, Cohen) "that €ouncil move the adoption of Report No. 19 
entitled Diploma_in Advanced Music Performance Studies" 


CARRIED 


Honorary Degree Candidates 


Since only one candidate had been suggested to date, the 
Chairman called for further nominations to be presented at the 
January 11th meeting of Faculty Council. 


Interim Report of the Registration Committee 


Mrs. Anne Adams outlined the Interim Report of the Registration 
Committee to Faculty Council members. 


Decisions on preregistration had to be made before Christmas since 
there was an immediate deadline for the Preregistration Officers. 

It was decided that Council] would endeavour to limit its questions to 
that part of the Report dealing with Preregistration. 


The Chairman also noted that a motion in principle could be adopted 
at this time, however, the final report may indeed contain changes. 
Adoption in principle today, of Section A, would enable some 
characteristics of the proposal with respect to preregistration to be 
implemented. He noted that the report required greater consideration 
and that members of Council must study the document in detail. 


Assoc. Dean Cooke noted that adoption in principle was temporary 
approval of any proposals and that this was being done as an immediate 
solution to the time problem. 


5.1*Motion: (Gross, Krol) “that Council move the adoption in pinciple of 
proposals which are subsets of nos 1, 2, 3 & 4 of A. Preregistration, 
as outlined in the Interim Report on Registration dated December 7, 
1979" 


Asst. Dean Gross explained that the main objective of the proposals 
on preregistration was to allow students who did preregister to 
obtain and keep the courses they wanted. To allow this possibility 
the proposal suggests that part-time students be eliminated from the 
preregistration process. 


After further discussion on this aspect of the proposal as well as 
other changes with respect to the administrative aspects of the 
preregistration process, the question was called. 


CARRIED 


Preregistration proposals adopted in principle are as follows; 


Proposal No. 1 


Prohibit part-time students from preregistering in Fine Arts courses. 


This would be beneficial in the sense that part-time students would 
not be given false hopes due to limitation in class size; and there 
would be less last-minute class shuffling by the Dean's Office. 


Only day sections of courses will appear in the preregistration 
schedule unless there is only an evening section. In this case, half 
of the spaces in the course will be held for the part-time student at 
in-person registration. 


Proposal No. 2 


That the Faculty of Fine Arts Council recommend to the Treasurer that 

the $25.00 deposit fee which is paid for the privilege of 

preregistration and which is applied towards the students' tuition be 
forfeited if the preregistration is cancelled and the student subsequently 
registers in person. This is to discourage students who 1) have no 
intention of returning to the University and 2) students unwilling to 
accept section changes from preregistration. 


Proposal No. 3 


i) Appointment cards will be included in the preregistration 
material sent to the student by the Registration Office. These 
will be distributed on the basis of the students’ credits on 
record. 


ii) A counselling time will be arranged to take place before the 
start of preregistration. All students will be encouraged to 
take advantage of this service. 


iii) Any former full-time students who did not take advantage of 
the March period of preregistration will have an additional 
opportunity to preregister in mid-June. To preregister on this 
day they will be required to make an appointment through the 
divisional offices. 


Proposal No. 4 


The Registrar's Office can supply computer cards with which to 
control class size in the same way that course cards are used at 
registration. These cards will not be issued to the student. 


The Registrar's Office hopes to accelerate the availability of 
computer-produced preregistration class lists. The class lists will 
be available for our weekly preregistration days. 


5.2 In-Person Registration 


Discussion took place around the question of a separate registration 
for Fine Arts and around the question of a one or two-campus 
registration process. 


Lecturer J. Levitin expressed the Cinema Section's view against 
In-person registration being away from the rest of the University. To 
place registration in the Visual Arts Building would limit registration 
from outside the Faculty. It was felt that registration should be kept 
in the Hall Building. 


Mrs. Adams explained that if Fine Arts did have a separate registration 
representatives from other faculties would be present. 


Assoc. Prof. S. Friedland noted that the physical space for Registration 
had to be large enough to include members from all sections of the 
Faculty. 


Assoc. Registrar Bruce Smart explained that if the Visual Arts 
Buildingwere used for Fine Arts Registration there would be a cost 
problem of adding a third computor system, additional staff as well as 
the problem of representation from other faculties. 

The present problem is that the Hall Building is not large enough 

to accommodate both campus registrations. Other possibilities 

must be investigated such as reversing the flow of the present 

system of in-person registration or, moving the whole registration 
process to the Loyola campus. 


Asst. Dean Gross noted that if a single campus registration process 
was held in the Hall Building (that is with additional space) not 

only additional stations would be required,but also a direct 

telephone link to the other campus for elective courses on each campus. 


The Chairman noted that before any further discussion or resolution 
could be made with respect to the registration process, the resource 
problem would have to be resolved. 


Assoc. Prof. Friedland suggested that further discussion on the 
interim report should wait pending the discussion of the document by 
members of his Division as well as the rest of the Faculty. 


Mrs. Adams explained to Council that a decision should be made soon 
with respect to the "Special Student Status" category. A decision 
was needed whether to allow graduated students priority over potential 
graduates, as is the case. , 


Asst. Dean Gross did explain that the reasons for this special 
student category have now somewhat changed. Most of these categories 
were imposed for reasons of enrolment and funding to the University 
and that changing the priority and special status category at this 
time should not pose too many problems. 


The discussion related to the Interim Report will be continued at the 
next meeting of Faculty Council. 


Other Business 


LecturerJ. Levitin explained to Council that the Cinema Section had 
asked the Student Request Committee for an explanation as to the 
reasons behind the denial of a special request by one of its students. 
She asked whether Council could ask that the Student Request Committee 
provide a written response if asked to by the Section? The Section 
would like to know to whom the Student Request Committee is accountable. 


Assoc. Dean Cooke explained that this particular situation was 

one of numerous requests received from the Cinema Section. It 
involves a student who would like to repeat the same course four 
times for credit and that this particular request has come to the 
Committee three or four times. The Committee has responded. 

The University has clear regulations regarding repetition of 
courses. It is possible to deal with these regulations if Sections 
place into its programmes the possibility of the repetition of 
these courses, by indicating whether a particular course may or may 
not be taken a second time for credit. The regulation in this 
particular case allows the student to repeat this particular course 
a second time for credit. If this is not enough, then the Section 
should make suggestions to the Curriculum Committee for any changes 
they wish to make. 
The Committee was bothered by the suggestion from Prof. Waugh 
inferring that it was the role of the Committee to manipulate the 
regulations. It, in fact, is not. Rather, its role is to interpret 
and follow University regulations. 


Lecturer Levitin asked again whether Council could recommend that 

the Student Request Committee respond in writing to requests made by 
the Sections? In addition she asked Council to what extent can the 
Student Request Committee make exception to the regulations? She 
explained that the Section would like to make a change in the program 
but this is not possible in time to solve the problem for this 
particular student. 


Asst. Dean Gross explained that the Student Request Committee was a 
standing committee of Faculty Council and therefore made its reports 
to Faculty Council. He noted that there has been no provision made 
for standing committees of Council to report to individual Sections in 
writing. 


Lecturer Levitin asked whether in this particular case Council could 
ask that this be done? 


Professor Pinsky noted that the Steering Committee of Faculty Council 
will review the case and report back to Council at its next meeting in 
January. 


